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Before:  ALARCÓN, HAWKINS, and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.

Rosa Arzate de Nieves, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions pro se for

review of the denial of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ summary affirmance of

an immigration judge’s denial of her application for cancellation of removal for
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failure to satisfy the continuous physical presence requirement of 8 U.S.C. §

1229b(b)(1)(A).  

Petitioner contends that the IJ erred in concluding that she did not establish

ten years of continuous physical presence.  8 U.S.C. § 1252(d)(1) “mandates

exhaustion and therefore generally bars us, for lack of subject matter jurisdiction,

from reaching the merits of a legal claim not presented in administrative

proceedings below.”  Barron v. Ashcroft, 358 F.3d 674, 678 (9th Cir. 2004).  We

lack jurisdiction, because petitioner failed to raise her claim either in her notice of

appeal or in her brief to the BIA, and therefore, she has failed to exhaust her

administrative remedies.  Id.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


